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INTRODUCTORY 
A s  a  major  s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l  d o c t r i n e  i n  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l -  
i z i n g  W e s t ,  Marxism has  had g r e a t  impact  on t h e  r e s e a r c h  and 
theo ry  of  p o l i t i c a l  soc io logy  and b e h a v i o r a l . p o l i t i c a 1  s c i e n c e .  I 
P a r t i c u l a r l y ,  a g r e a t  d e a l .  of research . , energy  has  been expended 
on e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  n a t u r e  and degree  of r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
s o c i a l  c l a s s  and p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  Western democracies.  2 
H i s t o r i c a l  developments have made t h e  s tudy  of Communist P a r t y  
o r g a n i z a t i o n s  p e r  s e  l e s s  r e l e v a n t  i n  such c o u n t r i e s .  I n  I t a l y ,  --
f o r  example, t h e  Communists have i n c r e a s i n g l y  t r i e d  t o  e l i c i t  
a  base  of suppor t  among t h a t  p o r t i o n  of  t h e  bourgeo i s i e  n o t  
i nvo lved  i n  i n d u s t r i a l  monopol iesf3  wh i l e  i n  West Germany, t h e  
Communist P a r t y  was outlawed i n  1956, and i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s ,  t h e  
S o c i a l  Democratic P a r t y  has  t r i e d  t o  change i t s  p u b l i c  image 
from a  workers '  p a r t y  t o  t h a t  of a  popu la r  p a r t y .  The Bad 
Godesberg program was one m a n i f e s t a t i o n  of t h i s  e f f o r t .  
Nonethe less ,  t h e  re levance  of  - t r a d i t i o n a l  Marxian 
c l a s s - c o n f l i c t  c a t e g o r i e s  i s  s t i l l  argued by some, a l though  
most c u r r e n t  deba t e  i n  t h e  f i e l d  i s  focussed  on t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  
f o r  Marx is t  soc io logy  of t r e n d s  i n  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  sphe re  t h a t  
Marx d i d  n o t  f o r e s e e  - no tab ly  high rates of m o b i l i t y  i n t o  t h e  
midd le -c l a s s ,  s e p a r a t i o n  of ownership from managemen't i n  cap i -  
t a l i s t  e n t e r p r i s e ,  and t h e  i nc reased  power of l a b o r  bo th  i n  a 
ba rga in ing  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  management and d i r e c t l y  i n  pro- 
d u c t i o n   decision^.^ The a rena  of deba t e  i s  de f ined  l a r g e l y  by 
t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  "middle-mass" t h e o r i e s  and t h e  
"consensus and c leavage"  apprbach'- to p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i s a n s h i p ,  
and t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  more one of deg ree  than  of k ind ,  The 
"middle-mass" t h e o r i s t s  argue t h a t  a s  t h e  l a b o r  f o r c e  b&'cbmes. 
concen t r a t ed  i n  t h e  upper-working and lower-middle c l a s s e s ,  and 
management as w e l l  a s  l a b o r  becomes s e p a r a t e d  from c a p i t a l  
ownership,  t h e  l i f e  s t y l e s  of t h e  two c l a s s e s  w i l l  become 
homogenized, i d e o l o g i c a l  p o l i t i c s  w i l l  d e c l i n e ,  and p o l i t i c a l  
l i f e  w i l l  become i n c r e a s i n g l y  c o n ~ e n s u a l . ~  The 'consensus and 
c leavage"  o r i e n t a t i o n  acknowledges t h e  changing s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  
of Western s o c i e t y ,  b u t  argues  f o r  r e c o g n i t i o n  of  emergent 
bases  of p o l i t i c a l  c leavage  and i d e o l o g i c a l  d i s s e n s u s  u n r e l a t e d  
t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  s o c i a l  c l a s s  n o t i o n s ,  6 
S t u d i e s  t h a t  u t i l i z e  t h e  concept  of c l a s s ,  whether t hey  
base  t h e i r  d e f i n i t i o n  on broad occupa t iona l  p o s i t i o n  (b lue-  
c o l l a r  vs .  w h i t e - c o l l a r )  o r  on s u b j e c t i y e  c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  
con t inue  t o  show t h a t  some r e l a t i o n s h i p  e x i s t s  between r e a l  o r  
pe rce ived  economic p o s i t i o n  and p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i s a n s h i p .  7 
S p e c i f i c a l l y  , membership i n  o r  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n '  w i t h  t h e  working 
c l a s s  i s  found t o  be a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  a f f i l i a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  
" l e f t "  major p a r t y :  t h e  Democratic p i r t y  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  
t h e  S o c i a l  Democratic P a r t y  i n  W e s t  Germany, t h e  Labour Pa r ty  
i n  England, etc.  Indeed,  Hamilton has  demonstrated t h a t  a t  
e q u i v a l e n t  income l e v e l s ,  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  cho ices  of members of 
t h e  German working-class and middle -c lass  w e r e 3  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t ,  
t h e  workers be ing  more s i m i l a r  t o  o t h e r  l o ~ e r - ~ a i d  workers than 
t o  members of t h e  middle -c lass  of s i m i l a r  income. * I t  i s  ou r  
assumption,  however, t h a t  such s t u d i e s  do  n o t  d i r e c t l y  con f ron t  
t h e  hypdthes ized  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between economic s u b s t r u c t u r e  
and p o l i t i c a l  s u p e r s t r u c t u r e  because w h i l e - t h e y  a c c e p t  t h e  
methodology of Marx is t  soc io logy  and choose economic i n d i c a t o r s  
a s  independent  v a r i a b l e s ,  they  r e j e c t  ~ a r k i s t  economics, and 
choose i n d i c a t o r s  o t h e r  than  those  s p e c i f i e d  i n  Marx' theory.  
A r e e v a l u a t i o n  of  c l a s s  a s  an h i s t o r i c a l  a s  w e l 1 , a s  a  soc io-  
l o g i c a l  concept  should enab le  us t o  e x p l a i n  d i f f e r e n t i a l s  i n  
t h e  p e r s i s t e n c e  of c lass -based  p o l i t i c s  i n  Western democracies 
as w e l l  a s  d i f f e r e n t i a l s  i n  t h e  emergence of a l t e r n a t i v e  
bases  of s o c i a l  c leavage .  
C l a s s  c o n f l i c t ,  f o r  Marx, was n o t  a  p roduc t  of cap- 
i t a l i s t  s o c i e t y ,  b u t  an enduring s ta te  of human o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  
"The h i s t o r y  of a l l  h i t h e r t o  e x i s t i n g  s o c i e t y  i s  t h e  h i s t o r y  
of class s t r u g g l e s .  "' The c l a s s  c o n f l i c t  of i n d u s t r i a l  soc- 
i e t y ,  i n  t h e  Marxian view, i s  seen a s  a s t a g e  i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  
p r o g r e s s i o n  of c o n f l i c t  i n  which t h e  "manifold  g r a d a t i o n  of 
s o c i a l  rank" p r e v a l e n t  under feuda l i sm i s  s i m p l i f i e d  i n t o  a  
d i cho tomiza t ion  of s o c i a l  rank based upon ownership of t h e  means 
o f - p r o d u c t i o n .  W e  would t h u s ,  a t  a  minimum, e x p e c t  d i f f e r e n c e s  
i n  t h e  e x t e n t  of c l a s s  based p o l i t i c s  among Western democracies 
t o  be r e l a t e d  t o  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  complexity of 
t h e  f e u d a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  t h a t  e x i s t e d  p r i o r  t o  c a p i t a l i s t  i n -  
d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n .  S ince  Marxism p o s t u l a t e s  a  c o n t i n u i t y  of 
c l a s s e s  through t h e  d i a l e c t i c a l  p r o c e s s  of h i s t o r y ,  w i th  t h e  
c a p i t a l i s t  b o u r g e o i s i e  developing o u t  of  t h e  burgher  c l a s s e s  
i n  t h e  e a r l i e s t  towns, and t h e s e  i n  t u r n . s p r i n g i n g  from t h e  
s e r f s  i n  t h e  Middle Ages, c l a s s . p o l i t i c s  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e  must 
be s een  i n - t e r m s  of c a p i t a l  ownership r e l a t i o n s .  However, a s  
w e  s h a l l  see below, i n d u s t r i a l  a u t h o r i t y  r e l a t i o n s  s e r v e  a s  
bases  of p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  bo th  i n  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  W e s t  
and i n  modern Communist s t a t e s  d e s p i t e  t h e  b i f u r c a t i o n  of 
ownership and management i n  t h e s e  systems.  lo W e  t h e r e f o r e  re- 
j e c t  t h e  assumption t h a t  census  o c c u p a t i o n a l  c a t e g o r i e s  o r  
c rude  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n s  of w h i t e - c o l l a r  and b l u e - c o l l a r  jobs 
a r e  o p e r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n s  of t h e  Marxian n o t i o n  of c l a s s .  
C e n t r a l  t o  t h e  Marxian n o t i o n  of c l a s s  c o n f l i c t  i s  
t h e  concept  of c l a s s  consc iousness ,  C l a s s ,  t o  Marx, d i d  n o t  
imply consc iousness .  Indeed,  p r i o r  t o  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  of t h e  
p r o l e t a r i a n s ,  t h e  wage-workers e x i s t e d  a s  a  s o c i a l  c l a s s .  I t  
w a s  t h e  deve1opmen.t of c l a s s  consc iousness  t h a t  F a n s f  ormed 
t h e  wage e a r n e r  c l a s s  i n t o  a  p o l i t i c a l l y  r e l e v a n t  p r o l e t a r i a t . '  
The e x t e n t  t o  which s o c i a l  c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  a s  , . . .  measured 
i n  contemporary s o c i a l  s u r v e y s . i s  - a  r e f l e c t i o n  of ownership of  
p r o d u c t i v e  f a c i l i t i e s  . . i s  an e m p i r i c a l  q u e s t i o n .  We- know t h a t '  
working-class  rnen tend  t o  a s p i r e  t o  self-employment. l1 rnsof  a r  
as - middle-c lass  i d e n t i f i c a t i - o n  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  . . w i t h  s e l f -  . 
employment,. some degree  o f - b l u e - c o l l a r  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  wi th  t h e  
p a r t y  of t h e  r i g h t  may be e x p l i c a b l e  i n  terms of Marx' theory .  
I t  has  been p rev ious ly  demonstrated t h a t  independent  sma l l  
, , 
businessmen suppor t  t h e  p a r t i e s  of t h e  r i g h t .  o u r  tes t  of  
t h e - ~ a r x i a n  hypo thes i s  then  must d e f i n e  c l a s s  i n  terms of 
p r o p e r t y  r e l a t i o n s ,  and must d e a l  w i th  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  of h i s t o r -  
i c a l  c o n t i n u i t y  and t h e  bases  of c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  These, 
i n  t u r n ,  may be roo ted  i n  t h e  h i s t o r i e s  o f  l a b o r  movements i n  
t h e  n a t i o n s  involved ,  I t  i s  t h u s  neces sa ry  f o r  us  . to  c o n s i d e r  
t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between union a f f i l i a t i 6 n  and s u b j e c t i v e  
c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  and t h e  degree  t o  which organized  l a b o r  
opposed t h e  s o c i a l  o r d e r  r a t h e r  than  a t t empt ing  t o  improve 
t h e  worke r ' s  l o t  w i t h i n  it. 
S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e  r o l e  of r e l i g i o n  i n  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  must 
be viewed i n  an h i s t o r i c a l  c o n t e x t  i f  one i s  t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  
r e l evance  of Marxian p r o p o s i t i o n s  t o  t h e  a n a l y s i s  of Western 
p o l i t i c s .  Marx' condemnation of r e l i g i o n  a s  , t h e  o p i a t e  o f  . the 
people  was n o t  a  r e j e c t i o n  of t h e  r e l i g i o u s  i n s t i t u t i o n  p e r  s e  -- 
any more than  h i s  a n a l y s i s  of c a p i t a l i s m  was a  r e j e c t i o n  of  
economic p r i n c i p l e s .  Ra ther ,  he viewed t h e  a l l i a n c e s  between 
s p e c i f i c  churches  and t h e  bourgeo i s i e  a s  bases  f o r  f a l s e  i d e -  
o l o g i e s  t h a t  l e f t  t h e  workers complacent w i th  t h e i r  e x p l o i t e d  
cond i t i on .  To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  such h i s t o r i c a l  a l l i a n c e s  do n o t  
e x i s t ,  however, r e l i g i o u s  bodies  may be seen  a s  r e p r e s e n t i n g  
t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of t h e  working c l a s s  o r  a s  an emergent b a s i s  of 
p o l i t i c a l  c leavage  independent  of s o c i a l  c l a s s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  13 
While one of o u r  primary concerns  he re  i s  i n  empir- 
i c a l l y  t e s t i n g ,  wi th  behav io ra l  d a t a ,  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  of  
h i s t o r i c a l  ma te r i a l i sm,  bases  of  p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  
o t h e r  than  class must be  i d e n t i £ i e d  and s t u d i e d , i f  only  because 
i n d u s t r i a l  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  have changed i n  ways unforeseen 
by Marx. A t  a  minimum, w e  may d i f f e r e n t i - a t e  between s o c i a l  
c leavage  based upon c l a s s  and t h a t  based upon s t a t u s .  Here we 
u t i l i z e  Weber's d e f i n i t i o n  of s t a t u s  a s  determined by s o c i a l  
e s t i m a t i o n  of honor,  l4 Unlike d a s s ,  s o c i a l  s t a t u s  i s  n o t  
n e c e s s a r i l y  based upon market  p o s i t i o n ,  b u t  upon s t y l e  of l i f e .  
The p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  s o c i a l  honor may be independent  of market  
p o s i t i o n  i s  suppor ted  by s t u d i e s  of occupa t iona l  p r e s t i g e  i n  
t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s ,  On t h e  b a s i s  of d a t a  c o l l e c t e d  by t h e  
Na t iona l  Opinion Research Cen te r ,  Hodge, e t  a 1  found t h a t  s c i -  --
\ 
e n t i s t s ,  government o f f i c i a l s  and p r o f e s s i o n a l s  have h i g h e r  
s o c i a l  s t a t u s  t han  do members of t h e  boards  of d i r e c t o r s  . 
of l a r g e  c o r p o r a t i o n s ,  and t h a t  t h e s e  r e l a t i o n s  have been 
r e l a t i v e l y  c o n s t a n t  s i n c e  a t  l e a s t  1947. Among b l u e - c o l l a r  
workers t h e r e  was no i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  p r e s t i g e  was based upon 
owning one" own b u s i n e s s .  The owner-operator of a p r i n t i n g  
shop had t h e  same s t a t u s  a s  a  t r a i n e d  m a c h i n i s t ,  and t h e  owner- 
o p e r a t o r  of a  lunch-s tand had t h e  same p r e s t i g e  r a t i n g  a s  
b a r b e r s ,  f a c t o r y  machine o p e r a t o r s ,  c o r p o r a l s  i n  t h e  r e g u l a r  
army, and garage  mechanics, l5 There i s  ev idence ,  however, 
t h a t  t h e s e  r e l a t i o n s  do n o t  hold  c r o s s - n a t i o n a l l y ,  A compara- 
t i v e  s tudy  t h a t  i nc luded  d a t a  from t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s  and 
Germany r evea l ed  t h a t  wh i l e  t h e  p r e s t i g e  s t r u c t u r e s  were s i m -  
2  i l a r  i n  t h e  two c o u n t r i e s  f o r  w h i t e - c o l l a r  occupa t ions  ( r  = .85 ) ,  
t h e  r e l a t i v e  ranking  f o r  b l u e - c o l l a r  occupa t ions  y i e l d e d  t h e .  
2  s m a l l e s t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  t h e  e n t i r e  s tudy  ( r  =,42)  . l6 This  
d i f f e r e n t i a l  i n  an a r e a  t h a t  bo th  over  t i m e  and c r o s s - n a t i o n a l l y  
y i e l d s  l i t t l e  v a r i a t i o n s  sugges t s  t h a t ,  a t  l e a s t  f o r  blue- 
c o l l a r  workers ,  Marxian no t ions  of c l a s s  r e l a t i o n s  may be 
more impor tan t  i n  t h e  unders tanding of  s o c i a l  p o s i t i o n  i n  
Germany than  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  I t  shou ld  be no ted  t h a t  
wh i l e  w e  a rgue  f o r  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  independence of  s t a t u s  from 
c l a s s ,  w e  do n o t  f u l l y  a c c e p t  t h e  n o t i o n  t h a t  s o c i a l  s t r a t a ,  
a s  t h e  agg rega t e s  of i n d i v i d u a l s  s h a r i n g  g iven  s o c i a l  s t a t u s e s ,  
are merely c a t e g o r i e s  f o r  "desc r ib ing  h i e r a r c h i c a l  systems 
a t  a  g iven  p o i n t  i n  t i m e .  " I 7  Indeed,  w e  a r e  ' p r epa red  t o  
a rgue  t h a t  s t a t u s  d i f f e r e n c e s  may s e r v e  as bases  of p e r s i s t i n g  
p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n ,  and even of i d e o l o g i c a l  c leavage.  
I1 BACKGROUND AND PROPOSITIONS 
Our cho ice  of West Germany and t h e  United S t a t e s  a s  
u n i t s  f o r  comparative a n a l y s i s  w a s b a s e d  upon bo th  pragmat ic  
and t h e o r e t i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ,  I n  t h e  f i r s t  i n s t a n c e ,  t hey  
a r e  t h e  n a t i o n s  w i th  which t h e  r e s e a r c h e r  had t h e  most i n t i m a t e  
knowledge. Secondly,  w e  were f a m i l i a r  w i th  l a r g e  d a t a  a r c h i v e s  
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  secondary a n a l y s i s  i n  each  count ry .  
18 
F i n a l l y ,  
w e  had c o l l a b o r a t e d  e a r l i e r  on a  more l i m i t e d  a t t e m p t  a t  
comparative a n a l y s i s  a long t h e  p r e s e n t  l i n e s ,  and f e l t  t h a t  
o u r  accomplishments i n  t h a t  e a r l i e r  e f f o r t  j u s t i f i e d  f u r t h e r  
r e sea rch .  19 
On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  h i s t o r i e s  of t h e s e  two n a t i o n s  
I 
d i f f e r  i n  p r e c i s e l y  t h o s e  r e s p e c t s  t h a t  w i l l  e n a b l e  u s , t o  con- 
s i d e r  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between h i s t o r i c a l  v a r i a t i o n s  and con- 
temporary p a r t i s a n  s t r u c t u r e s ,  W e  a r e  n o t ' a r g u i n g  h e r e  t h a t  
such r e l a t i o n s h i p s  can be u l t i m a t e l y  t e s t e d  on t h e  b a s i s  of  
t h e  expe r i ences  of t h e s e  two n a t i o n s ,  Indeed ,  it should be  
p o s s i b l e  t o  t e s t  t h e s e  no t ions  u s ing  d a t a  from a  l a r g e  number 
of n a t i o n s ,  The p r e s e n t  e f f o r t ,  however, e x e m p l i f i e s  t h e  k ind  
of comparat ive  a n a l y s i s  t h a t  can be  under taken  through t h e  
j u x t a p o s i t i o n  of h i s t o r i c a l  and survey  d a t a ,  Moreover, w e  
a rgue  s p e c i f i c a l l y  f o r  t h e  u t i l i z a t i o n  of  p a i r e d  comparisons,  
w i t h  a n a l y s e s  c a r r i e d  o u t  w i t h i n  c o u n t r i e s  and comparisons 
between them. The a l t e r n a t e  s t r a t e g y  - t h a t  of c a r r y i n g  o u t  
m u l t i v a r i a t e  a n a l y s e s  among n a t i o n s ,  a s  though they  were e lements  
of a sample, obscures  t h e  very  h i s t o r i c a l  i d i o s y n c r a c i e s  t h a t  
w e  a r e  t r y i n g  t o  p re se rve .  
a. The f e u d a l  backgrounds, I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t t o  imagine 
two Western n a t i o n s  t h a t  d i f f e r  more i n  t h e i r  h i s t o r i c a l  back- 
gounds. Germany w a s  t h e  c e n t e r  of t h e  Holy Roman Empire a t  
l e a s t  a s  f a r  back a s  8 2 4  A.D., and wh i l e  t h e  Empire a s  a  pol-  
i t i c a l  form can be s a i d  t o  have t e rmina t ed  w i t h  t h e  r e v o l t  
of t h e  Church a g a i n s t  p o l i t i c a l 1  domination i n  t h e  e a r l y  11 th  
c e n t u r y ,  o r  wi th  t h e  beheading of Konradin i n  1268, feuda l i sm 
remained t h e  dominant form of s o c i a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  German 
domains a t  l e a s t  . through t h e  16 th  c e n t u r y ,  a l though  t h e  formal  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  of feuda l i sm,  p r i m a r i l y  v a s s a l a g e  and t h e  l a w  
of t h e  f i e f ,  were less bound up i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of . s o c i e t y  
h e r e  than- i n  o t h e r  a r e a s  of Europe, 20 It might be argued t h a t  
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feuda l i sm w a s  i n  f a c t  s t r o n g e r  fo l lowing  t h e  c o l l a p s e  of  t h e  
Empire, s i n c e  h igh ly  c e n t r a l i z e d  a u t h o r i t y  probably m i t i g a t e d  
a g a i n s t  t h e . f u l 1  u t i l i z a t i o n  of f e u d a l  p r i v i l e g e  a t  t h e  l o c a l  
l e v e l .  Under t h e  Hohenzol lerns ,  c l a s s  r e l a t i o n s  i n  P r u s s i a  
were f e u d a l  i n  form i n t o  t h e  19 th  c e n t u r y ,  and it was common 
f o r  peasan t s  t o  owe compulsory s e r v i c e  on t h e  e s t a t e s  of t h e  
n o b i l i t y .  One of t h e  major l e g a c i e s  o f . t h i s  a g r a r i a n  f e u d a l  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  was t h a t  Germany d i d  n o t  develop a  l a r g e  com- 
m e r c i a l  middle -c lass  u n t i l  r e l a t i v e l y  l a te  i n  i t s  h i s t o r y  - 
a f t e r  t h e  middle of t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  cen tu ry .  Thus, t h e  "middle- 
mass", s o  impor tan t  t o  contemporary t h e o r i e s  of consensus 
p o l i t i c s ,  i s  a  r e c e n t  phenomenon i n  Germany. 
The s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s ,  on t h e  
o t h e r  hand, had a  very d i f f e r e n t  h i s t o r y .  A much younger 
coun t ry ,  America was born wi th  a  l a r g e  middle -c lass .  A g r e a t  
m a j o r i t y  of t h e  popu la t ion  w e r e  sma l l  p r o p e r t y  owners. A t  
t h e  same t i m e ,  t h e  w e a l t h i e r  c l a s s  h e l d  a  much s m a l l e r  pro- 
p o r t i o n  of t h e  n a t i o n a l  wea l th  than has  been t h e  c a s e  i n  more 
r e c e n t  'times, and a  ve ry  sma l l  p r o p o r t i o n  of t h e  popu la t ion  
2 1  w e r e  wageworkers, 
W e  a r e  n o t  a rgu ing  h e r e  t h a t  a l l . h i s t o r i c a 1  d i f -  
f e r e n c e s , m u s t  n e c e s s a r i l y  be r e l a t e d  t o  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  p r e s e n t ,  
day p a t t e r n s  of p a r t i s a n s h i p ,  Rather  w e  argue t h a t  t h e  e f f e c t s  
of h i s t o r i c a l  p a t t e r n s  on contemporary phenomena may be seen  
through two man i f e s t  l i nkages .  On t h e  f i r s t  hand,  d e s p i t e  , . 
. . 
convergences i n  t h e  t echno log ie s  of i n d u s t r i a l i z e d  w e i t e r n  
n a t i o n s ;  t h e  p r e s e n t  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of  any s i n g l e  count ry  
must be  s e e n  i n  p a r t  a s  t h e  p roduc t  of  h i s t o r i c a l  t r e n d s  
w i t h i n  t h a t  coun t ry .  Tab le  1 p r e s e n t s  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  d i s t r i -  
b u t i o n s  o f  t h e  l a b o r  f o r c e s  of  West Germany and t h e  Uni ted  
S t a t e s .  While c e r t a i n  s i m i l a r i t i e s  a r e  e v i d e n t ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
i n  t h e  a r e a s  of  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  u t i l i t i e s  and c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  t h e r e  
a r e  s e v e r a l  i m p o r t a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s .  The 1 e g a c y . o f  t h e  p e a s a n t  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  p a s t  of Germany i s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of  
i t s  c u r r e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  t h a t  i s  invo lved  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e ;  a  
f i g u r e  more t h a n  t w i c e  as l a r g e  a s  t h e  same pa rame te r  f o r  t h e  
Uni ted  S t a t e s .  The Uni ted  S t a t e s ,  w i t h  a  commercial h e r i t a g e ,  
Tab le  1 Pe rcen t age  D i s t r i b u t i o n  of  Labor Fo rce s  o f . W e s t  Germany 
and t h e  Uni ted  S t a t e s ,  by I n d u s t r y .  
I n d u s t r y  
A g r i c u l t u r e  
West Germany Uni ted  S t a t e s  
13.4 6.6 
Manufactur ing 37.2 26.9 
C o n s t r u c t i o n  7.5 6.2 
U t i l i t i e s ,  s a n i t a r y  
s e r v i c e s  and mining 3.0 2 . 4  
Comrne rce 13.4 21.9 
T r a n s p o r t  5.5 5.4 
S e r v i c e  8.5 20.4 
U n c l a s s i f i e d  
T o t a l  
SOURCE: Uni ted  Nat ions  Demographic yearbook,  1964 ( N e w  ~ o r k  : 
. S t a t i s t i c a l  O f f i c e  of  t h e  Uni ted  N a t i o n s ,  1965) 255- 
256, 275. 
s t i l l  has  a  l a r g e r  p ropor t ion  of i t s  popu la t ion  engaged i n  
commerce than  does  Germany. The f a c t  of  America 's  e a r l i e r  i n -  
d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  i s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  s h i f t  of i t s  l a b o r  f o r c e  
i n t o  t h e  t e r t i a r y  s e r v i c e  i n d u s t r i e s .  2 2  The German l a b o r  
f o r c e  i s  more h e a v i l y  concen t r a t ed  i n  secondary manufactur ing 
i n d u s t r i e s .  This  d i f f e r e n c e  has i m p o r t a n t . i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  
t h e  degree  t o  which a u t h o r i t y  r e l a t i o n s  i n  t h e  two c o u n t r i e s  
a r e  c lass -based .  Germany, wi th  a  g r e a t e r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  and 
manufactur ing l a b o r  f o r c e  has  a  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  l a r g e r  group 
of manual workers ,  whi le  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  w i t h  i t s  concentra-  
t i o n  i n  commerce and i n  s e r v i c e  i n d u s t r i e s  has  a  preponderance 
of w h i t e - c o l l a r  f u n c t i o n a r i e s .  The re fo re ,  i n d u s t r i a l  a u t h o r i t y  
r e l a t i o n s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  c r o s s  manual - non-manual l i n e s  
i n  Germany than  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  W e  hypothes ize  t h a t  
because of  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e ,  t h e  German major p a r t y  of t h e  l e f t ,  
t h e  S o c i a l  Democratic P a r t y  (SPD), i s  more l i k e l y  t o  have a  
t r a d i t i o n a l  working-class  base  t han  t h e  American major p a r t y  
of t h e  l e f t :  t h e  Democratic Pa r ty .  
Secondly,  because c l a s s  r e l a t i o n s  have h i s t o r i c a l l y  
been more s t r o n g l y  p o l a r i z e d  i n  Germany than  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  
w e  s u g g e s t  t h a t  c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  p e r s i s t  
l onge r  through t h e  g e n e r a t i o n s  i n  t h e  former .  than  i n  t h e  l a t t e r .  
L i p s e t  and Bendix found t h a t  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of sons  of manual 
workers who ach ieved  non-manual p o s i t i o n s  was between 26  and 
30 p e r  c e n t  i n  Germany, and between 31  and 35 p e r . c e n t  i n  t h e  
Uni ted S t a t e s ,  2 3  Thi s  r a t h e r  minimal d i f f e r e n c e ,  w e  s u s p e c t ,  i s  
a m p l i f i e d  by t h e  f a c t  . t h a t  an American upwardly mobile from 
t h e  working-class  i s  more l i k e l y  t o  assume a  middle-class  iden-  
t i f i c a t i o n  than  i s  an upwardly mobile German, who i s  more l i k e l y .  
t o  r e t a i n . a n  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  wi th  t h e  c l a s s  ,of h i s  o r i g i n .  W e  
hypothe.size t hen  t h a t  t h e  s o c i a l  c l a s s  of o n e ' s  f a t h e r  w i l l  
prove t o  be  a  more impor t an t  de te rminant  of  p a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  
~ e r m a n y  than  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  
b. Re l ig ious  c l eavages ,  The meaning of r e l i g i o u s  
d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  Germany and t h e  United S t a t e s  is  a l s o  a  f u n c t i o n  
of h i s t o r i c a l  expe r i ences ,  I n  Germany, t h e r e  was an h i s t o r i -  
c a l  a l l i a n c e  between t h e  f e u d a l  n o b i l i t y  and t h e  C a t h o l i c  
Church, d a t i n g  a t  l e a s t  a s  f a r  back - a s  t h e  t e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  when 
c o u n t i e s  were g r a n t e d  a s  f i e f s  t o  b i shops ,  A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  
t h e r e  was no r e l i g i o u s . c l e a v a g e  because t h e r e  w a s  no r e l i g i o u s  
d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n .  I n  t h e  16 t h  c e n t u r y ,  however, t h e  German 
p e a s a n t r y ,  l a r g e l y  i n  response  t o  Mart in  L u t h e r ' s  c r i t i c i s m s  
o f  t h e  Roman- Church, r e v o l t e d  a g a i n s t  t h e  Empire and t h e  Church. 
While Luther  d i sc la imed r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  u p r i s i n g ,  and .  
s h a r p l y  c r i t i c i z e d  t h e  p e a s a n t s ,  and d e s p i t e  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
t h e  p e a s a n t s  s u f f e r e d  a  tremendous m i l i t a r y , d e f e a t ,  L u t h e r ' s  
new theology succeeded i n  l ead ing  t h e  p e a s a n t s  of  no r the rn  
2 4  . 
Germany o u t  of t h e  Church. I n  Germany.today,  approximately 
5 1  p e r  c e n t  of t h e  e l e c t o r a t e  i s  P r o t e s t a n t ,  4 6  p e r  c e n t  i s  
C a t h o l i c ,  and t h e  remainder i s  u n a f f i l i a t e d .  Assuming h i s t o r i -  
c a l  c o n t i n u i t y ,  we would expec t  t h e  C a t h o l i c s  t o  suppor t  t h e  
major  p a r t y  of t h e  r i g h t ,  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Democratic Union ( C D U ) ,  
and indeed they  do. Roman C a t h o l i c s  i n  t h e  German.Federa1 
Republic account  f o r  a t  l e a s t  6 0  p e r  c e n t  of t h e  CDU v o t e .  
Among C a t h o l i c s  i n  Germany, moreover, s u p p o r t  of t h e  CDU i s  
i s  d i r e c t l y  p r o p o r t i o n a l  t o  church activity, s i n c e  t h e  C a t h o l i c  
Church and i t s  l a y  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a c t i v e l y  encourage t h e i r  
members t o  v o t e  f o r  t h e  CDU. P r o t e s t a n t s ,  f o r  t h e i r  p a r t ,  d i s -  
p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  s u p p o r t  t h e  SPD. I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  
popu la t ion  i n  Germany has  exper ienced  more r a p i d  s o c i a l  mobil- 
i t y  than  has  t h e  C a t h o l i c  popu la t ion ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  German middle- 
c l a s s  today i s .  d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  P r o t e s t a n t .  2 5  There a r e  
t h u s  a l a r g e  number of c ros s -p re s su red  i n d i v i d u a l s  - people  who 
on t h e  b a s i s  of r e l i g i o n  would be expec ted  t o  v o t e  f o r  one 
p a r t y ,  and on t h e  b a s i s  of s o c i a l  c l a s s  f o r  ano ther .  Because 
of th.e g r e a t e r  p o l i t i c a l  involvement of t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church, a s  
;ompared. t o  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  churches ,  we hypothes ize  t h a t  f o r  
such c ros s -p re s su red  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  t h e  Church w i l l  have more in -  
f l u e n c e  i n  t h e  p a r t i s a n  cho ice  o f , C a t h o l i c s  t han  of  non-Cathol ics ,  
and t h a t  among C a t h o l i c s ,  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of  t h e  Church w i l l  be  
d i r e c t l y  p r o p o r t i o n a l  t o  t h e  chu rch - r e l a t ed  a c t i v i t y  of  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l .  
The r e l a t i o n s h i p  between r e l i g i o n  and p o l i t i c s  i n  
America i s  somewhat d i f f e r e n t .  F i r s t  of  a l l ,  whi le  t h e  C a t h o l i c  
Church was t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  church i n  Europe, America was. 
s e t t l e d  by r e l i g i o u s  d e v i a n t s  who e s t a b l i s h e d  P r o t e s t a n t  churches  
i n  t h e  new world. The American upper -c lass  churches  w e r e  
Ep i scopa l i an  i n  t h e  South ,and t h e  C o n g r e g a t i o n a l i s t  i n  N e w  
England, Secondly,  a l though  it has  been common t o  r e g a r d  
" P r o t e s t a n t s "  i n  America as a  homogeneous agg rega t e  suppor t ing  
t h e  Republican P a r t y ,  t h e  d i s s e n t i n g  sects - t h e  Methodis t s  
and t h e  B a p t i s t s  - suppor t ed  t h e  Democrats i n  t h e  e a r l y  y e a r s  
of t h e  Republic wh i l e  t h e  "high" churches  suppor t ed  t h e  Fed- 
eral is ts ,26 and p a r t i s a n  c leavage is  s t i l l  e v i d e n t  among Pro- 
t e s t a n t s  i n  t h e  United States.  Recent s t u d i e s  have p l aced  
t h e  B a p t i s t s  i n  t h e  Democratic camp a long  w i t h  C a t h o l i c s  and 
Jews - l a r g e l y ,  it should  be  noted,  because of  t h e  preponderance 
of B a p t i s t s  i n  t h e  South,  27 
Th i rd ,  i n  America we have seen  t h e  upward m o b i l i t y  
n o t  on ly  of i n d i v i d u a l s ,  b u t  of denominations a s  w e l l .  Thus, 
f o r  example, as . t h e  s o c i a l  s t a t u s  of members of . t h e  P r e s b y t e r i a n  
Church has  r i s e n ,  it has  n o t  been neces sa ry  f o r  them t o  j o i n  
new churches  t o  f i n d  r e l i g i o u s  a f f i l i a t i o n s  congruent  w i t h  
t h e i r  - s t a t u s .  The s t a t u s  of t h e  church has  r i s e n  w i t h  them. 
B a l t z e l l  a rgues  - a g a i n s t  t h e  hegemony.of t h e  Es tab l i shment  churches 
i n  t h e  American uppe r - c l a s s ,  and p u t s  f o r t h  t h e  t h e s i s  t h a t  i f  
t h e  American u p p e r - c 1 a s s . i ~  going t o  r e t a i n  any l e g i t i m a c y ,  it 
must become r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  popu la t ion  a s  a whole. 2  8 
Four th ,  it should  be noted t h a t  c l eavages  e x i s t  with- 
i n  r e l i g i o u s  groupings  o t h e r  than t h e  P r o t e s t a n t s .  Because 
s u c c e s s i v e  waves of  - C a t h o l i c  immigrants t o  America a r r i v e d  a t  
d i f f e r e n t  t i m e s ,  t h e y  were d i f E e r e n t i a l l y  a b l e  t o  e l i c i t  t h e  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  of  American p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i e s .  I n  t h e  c a s e  of 
New Haven, Connec t icu t ,  f o r  example, Dahl p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  because 
, . 
t h e  Democratic P a r t y  repreqented  t h e  I r i s h - c a t h o l i c ~ ,  it could 
n o t  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  *of t h e  more r e c e n t  I t a l i a n - C a t h o l i c  
a r r i v a l s  a s  w e l l .  The Republican P a r t y  w a s  t h e r e f o r e  a b l e  
t o  e l i c i t  t h e  s u p p o r t , o f  t h i s  l a t t e r  community. 
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W e  hypo thes i ze ,  t h a n ,  t h a t  i n  g e n e r a l , - i n  t h e  American 
c a s e ,  c o r e  P r o t e s t a n t  churches  w i l l  s u p p o r t  t h e  Republican 
P a r t y  whi le  t h e  neo-fundamental is t  churches ,  t h e  C a t h o l i c s ,  
and t h e  J e w s  w i l l  s uppor t  t h e  Democratic Par-ty. W e  a n t i c i p a t e  
however, t h a t  t h e r e  may be c leavages  w i t h i n  any of t h e s e  
groups on t h e  b a s i s  of  socio-economic o r  e t h n i c  d i f f e r e n c e s .  
A s  between America and W e s t  Germany, w e  hypo thes i ze  t h a t  
r e l i g i o u s  c leavage  w i l l  be s h a r p e r  i n  t h e  l a t t e r  t han  i n  t h e  
former ,  and o p e r a t e  i n  g r e a t e r  r e l a t i v e  freedom from o t h e r  
f a c t o r s  i n  de te rmin ing  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i s a n s h i p .  
c .  Trade unions ,  The comparison of  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
e f f e c t s  o f - t r a d e  unions i n  Germany and i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  Is  
e s p e c i a l l y  i n t e r e s t i n g  because whi le  i n d u s t r i a l  development 
w a s  s i m i l a r  i n  t h e  two c o u n t r i e s ,  t h e  ongoing a u t h o r i t y  r e l a -  
t i o n s  upon which t r a d e  unionism was superimposed d i f f e r e d  
g r e a t l y .  
I n  bo th  Germany and t h e  United S t a t e s ,  t h e  techno- 
l o g i c a l  bases  of i n d u s t r i a l i s m  were s i m i l a r ,  f o r  bo th  r e q u i r e d  
means of t r a n s p o r t i n g  heavy minera l  r e s o u r c e s  from i n l a n d  
l o c a t i o n s .  The r a i l r o a d s  f u l f i l l e d  t h i s  need. Th i s  common 
technology ,  however, appeared i n  t h e  German c a s e  i n  t h e ' c o n -  
t e x t  of a s o c i e t y  wi th  a  r i g i d  c l a s s  system,  i n  which t h e  
s t a t e ,  t h e  m i l i t a r y  and p r i v a t e . c o n c e r n s  were h i g h l y  bureau- .  
c r a t i z e d ,  and i n  which g u i l d  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a l r e a d y  had a  n i c h e  
i n  t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e .  30 Trade un ions  a s  such were born 
i n  t h e  l a t t e r  p a r t  of t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  w i t h  t h e  appro- 
v a l  of  t h e  C a t h o l i c  church.  Through t h e  W e i m a r .  p e r iod  t h e  
non-Cathol ic  un ions ,  w i th  t h e i r  s t r o n g  s o c i a l  democrat ic  b e n t ,  
and t h e  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  C a t h o l i c  unions  remained independent  
of each o t h e r .  Unionism had been used a s  an e f f e c t i v e  pol-  
i t i c a l  weapon a s ,  f o r  example, t h e  g e n e r a l  s t r i k e  a t  t h e  t i m e  
of  t h e  Kapp pu tsch  i n d i c a t e d .  However, t h e r e  w a s  an avoidance 
of r a d i c a l  p o l i t i c s ,  and a t  t imes ,  an unwi l l i ngness  t o  a c t  i n  
accord  wi th  t h e i r  own p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s .  I n  1932, f o r  
example, when t h e  government of P r u s s i a  was overthrown by von 
Papen, t h e  t r a d e  unions  d i d  n o t  r e s i s t  f o r c e f u l l y .  31 I t  
might  be  argued t h a t  t h e  u n i o n i s t s  f e l t  t h a t  i n  a t i m e  of mass 
unemployment, a s t r i k e  could  n o t  have been e f f e c t i v e .  None- 
t h e l e s s ,  t h e  unions bore  p a r t  of t h e  c o s t  of t h e  t o p p l i n g  of 
democracy i n  Germany. I n  1933 t h e  o f f i c e s  of  t h e  unions were 
occupied by s torm t r o o p e r s ,  and t h e  un ions  w e r e  r ep laced  by 
t h e  Nazi-run German Work F r o n t  ( D A F ) .  
/ 
I n  t h e  post-war y e a r s ,  t h e  unions  have rega ined  an 
impor t an t  p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  German s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e .  About 35 
p e r  c e n t  of t h e  wage-earning c l a s s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  85 p e r  c e n t  
of t h e  c i v i l  s e r v a n t s  and more than  20 p e r  c e n t  of t h e  white-  
c o l l a r  employees a r e  un ion ized .  The most impor tan t  l a b o r  
I 
o r g a n i z a t i o n  i s  t h e  German Confederat ion o f  Trade Unions (DGB) 
which, u n l i k e  t h e  W e i m a r  p e r i o d ,  u n i t e s  t h e  s o c i a l  democrat ic  
unions  w i th  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Trade Unions. Because of t h e  C a t h o l i c  
f a c t i o n s . w i t h i n  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  t h e  DGB cannot  make .a  s t r o n g  
p a r t i s a n  commitment t o  t h e  SPD. Indeed,  very  much i n  keeping 
w i t h  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  of t h e  "middle-mass" t heo ry  of p a r t i s a n - .  
s h i p ,  the.DGB s t r e s s e s  t h e  common i n t e r e s t s  of wage-earners,  
c i v i l  s e r v a n t s  a n d . w h i t e - c o l l a r  employees. This  i s . . n o t  t o  
say  t h a t  t h e  unions  have moved complete ly  t o  t h e  r i g h t .  Indeed,  
t h e r e  s t i l l  e x i s t  h i s t o r i c a l  affinities between t h e  p o l i c i e s  
of t h e  SPD and t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of t h e  non-Catholic t r a d e  unions .  
W e  t h e r e f o r e  hypothes ize  t h a t  i n  s t u d y i n g  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
between unionism and p a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  Germany, w e  w i l l  f i n d  an 
i n t e r a c t i o n  e f f e c t  between r e l i g i o n  and union membership, w i th  
C a t h o l i c  u n i o n i s t s  l e a n i n g  toward t h e  CDU and non-Catholic 
u n i o n i s t s  f avo r ing  t h e  SPD. Moreover, w e  would e x p e c t  people  
involved  i n  union du r ing  t h e  Weimar p e r i o d  t o  be  more l i k e l y  
t o  suppor t  t h e  SPD t h a n  would members of t h e  l a b o r  f o r c e  who 
a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  t h e  unions  a t  a  l a t e r  pe r iod .  Thus, i n  a  s e n s e ,  
w e  a n t i c i p a t e  a  g e n e r a t i o n a l  d i f f e r e n c e .  
I n  t h e  American c a s e ,  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  s t a n c e  of l a b o r  
unions  has  been d i f f e r e n t .  I n  £ a c t ,  t h e  b a s i c  c leavage  among 
unions  has  been p o l i t i c a l  r a t h e r  than  r e l i g i o u s .  Evolving i n  
a s o c i e t y  i n  which e g a l i t a r i a n i s m  r a t h e r  t han  c l a s s  d i f f e r e n -  
t i a t i o n  p r e v a i l e d ,  t h e  l a b o r  movement i n  America emphasized 
advancement w i t h i n  t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  r a t h e r  
t han  b a s i c  changes i n  t h a t  s t r u c t u r e .  32 The preeminence of t h e  
American Fede ra t ion  of Labor (AFL), r e s u l t i n g  from a  c o n f l i c t  
which s t a r t e d  i n  t h e  1890 ' s  and extended u n t i l  WorlaiWar I ,  
s i g n a l i z e d  t h e  dominance of Gompers' p ragmat ic  o r i e n t a t i o n  t o  
p o l i t i c s .  The AFL emphasized t h e  r o l e  of  t h e  unions  a s  
i n t e g r a l  s o c i a l  e lements  wi th  a  vo ice  i n  p o l i c y  d e b a t e s  b u t  
a  commitment t o  no p a r t y .  "Defeat  l a b o r ' s  enemies and reward 
i t s  f r i e n d s , "  Gompers admonished. While l a b o r  has  most £ re -  
q u e n t l y  been a l i g n e d  wi th  t h e  Democratic P a r t y ,  a s  e a r l y  a s  
t h e  1900 ' s  t h e  AFL demonstrated i t s  non-pa r t i s ansh ip  by 
j o i n i n g  t h e  Republican-dominated Na t iona l  C i v i c  Assoc i a t i on .  
A s  e a r l y  a s  1874, t h e  approach taken by t h e  AFL was opposed 
by t h e  more r a d i c a l  un ions ,  which were concerned w i t h  a l t e r i n g  
t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  r a t h e r  than improving t h e  workers '  l o t  
w i t h i n  it. The S o c i a l i s t  Labor P a r t y  - a produc t  of  t h e  F i r s t  
I n t e r n a t i o n a l  - a t tempted  t o  form a  r i v a l  body t o  t h e  WL i n  
1895, and s t a r t i n g  i n  1901, s o c i a l i s t s  concerned w i t h  winning 
American l a b o r  t o  t h e i r  cause  wi thout  r e s o r t i n g  t o  "dua l  
unionism" formed t h e  S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y  and t r i e d  t o  change t h e  
AFL from w i t h i n .  These e f f o r t s ,  and l a t e r  e f f o r t s  by t h e  
I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Workers of t h e  World, f a i l e d  t o  win American 
l a b o r ' s  s u p p o r t  f o r  s o c i a l i s t  i d e o l o g i e s ,  and the ,dominan t  
p o l i t i c a l  o r i e n t a t i o n  of American l a b o r  today i s  pragmat ic  
and non- ideo log ica l .  33 
I n  terms of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  r e l evance  of t r a d e  un ions ,  
two parameters  a r e  impor tan t  f o r  p r e s e n t  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  F i r s t ,  
i n  terms of-membership, American l a b o r  unions  a r e  n o t  par -  
titularly s t r o n g .  Roughly 30 p e r  c e n t  of t h e  n o n - a g r i c u l t u r a l  
l a b o r  f o r c e  i s  a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  unions.. T h i s . p e r c e n t a g e  i s  
n o t  l a r g e  enough t o  win n a t i o n a l  e l e c t i o n s  i n  i t s  own r i g h t .  
On t h i s  b a s i s  a lone  we would e x p e c t . u n i o n i s m . t o  be a less 
impor t an t  de t e rminan t  of p a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  
t han  i n  Germany. Secondly,  we know t h a t  h i s t o r i c a l l y ,  whi le  
American unions  have t o  some e x t e n t  been a b l e  t o  e x e r c i s e  a 
v e t o  ove r  c a n d i d a t e s  unacceptable  t o  l a b o r ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  
urban areas where union members a r e  c o n c e n t r a t e d ,  t h e  combined 
f a c t o r s  of t r a d i t i o n a l  n o n p a r t i s a n s h i p ,  c ros s -p re s su re s  upon 
union members, and non-responsiveness of members t o  union 
p o l i t i c a l  adv ice  have minimized t h e  r e l evance  of union appea ls  
i n  American e l e c t i o n s .  There a r e  i n d i c a t i o n s ,  however, t h a t  
t h e  impor t  of union membership i n  de te rmin ing  p o l i t i c a l  s t y l e  
i s  i n c r e a s i n g .  3 4  
I n  summary, l a b o r  unions today are a s s o c i a t e d  s t r i c t l y  
w i t h  t h e  major p a r t y  of t h e  l e f t  i n  n e i t h e r  W e s t  Germany nor  
t h e  Uni ted States:  I n  t h e  former c a s e ,  t h i s  i s  due t o  t h e  
r e c e n t -  mar r iage  o f .  t h e  C a t h o l i c  and non-Cathol ic  un ions ,  whi le  
i n .  t h e  l a t t e r  it i s  due t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  non-par t i sansh ip .  
~ k s p i t k  gh i s  s i m i l a r i t y ,  German unions  - p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  non- 
C a t h o l i c  unions  - . h a v e . a  h i s t o r y  of c lass -consc iousness  and 
a l l l a n c e  wi th  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s .  W e  would expec t  
h i s t o r 2 ' c a l  c o n t i n u i t i e s  t o  l e a d  t o  a c l o s e r  a s s o c i a t i o n  between 
unionism and l e f t  p a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  Germany than  i n  t h e  United 
S t a t e s .  Moreover, because of t h e  r e l a t i v e l y . h i g h e r  l e v e l  of  
u n i o n i z a t i o n  i n  Germany than  i n  t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s ,  w e  s u g g e s t  
t h a t  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  has  impor tan t  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r a l  impl i -  
c a t i o n s .  
d, Emergent bases  of p o l i t i c a l  c leavage.  While w e  
are a rgu ing  f o r  t h e  c o n t i n u i t y  of h i s t o r i c a l  i n f l u e n c e s  on 
s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  and f o r  t h e  s o c i o l o g i c a l  re levance  of  h i s -  
t o r i c a l  expe r i ence ,  w e  r ega rd  h i s t o r y  a s  an ongoing p roces s .  
The re fo re ,  it i s  impor tan t  t o  a t t e n d  t o  t h e  e f f e c t s  of r e c e n t  
e v e n t s  bo th  f o r  t h e i r  contemporary s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  and because 
they  w i l l  a f f e c t  p a r t y  a l ignments  of  t h e  f u t u r e .  On t h e  b a s i s  
of  i n c r e a s e d  m i l i t a r y  c a p a b i l i t i e s  and t h e  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  w a r s  
of t o t a l  a n n i h i l a t i o n ,  a t t i t u d e s  toward w a r f a r e ,  which c u t  
a c r o s s  c l a s s  l i n e s ,  have become i n c r e a s i n g l y  p o l a r i z e d .  35 
~ v i d e n c e  from t h e  United S t akes ,  f o r  example, i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  
more people  w a n t .  t o  withdraw from m i l i t a r y  commitments i n  
As ia  - and t h a t  more ,people  want t o  i n c r e a s e  o u r  m i l i t a r y  a c t -  
i v i t i e s  t h e r e  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t  of c o n t a i n i n g  t h e  sp read  of  
communism than  was t h e  c a s e  du r ing  t h e  Korean .po l i ce  a c t i o n .  36 
I 
S i m i l a r l y ,  domest ic  p o l i c y  i s s u e s  may, have - ' important  impl i -  
c a t i o n s - f o r  p a r t y  a l ignments  and p a r t i s a n  s t r e n g t h .  Thus, 
i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  i n t e g r a t i o n  of t h e  Negro 
i n  American s o c i e t y  has  been accompanied by t h e  a l ignment  of 
t h e  Negro v o t e . w i t h  t h e  Democratic P a r t y .  I n d i c a t i o n s  a r e  
t h a t  t h e  d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s  of a  r a c i a l  v o t e  w i l l  be main ta ined  
f o r  some t i m e ,  37 I n  t h e  German c a s e ,  t h e r e  seems i n  r e c e n t  
months t o  have been an i n c r e a s e  i n  s u p p o r t  f o r  n a t i o n a l i s t i c  
r ight-wing p o l i t i c s ,  du r ing  a  p e r i o d  when t h e  - r e l a t i v e  s t r e n g t h  
of the . ,  SPD i n  government w a s  on .  t h e  i n c r e a s e .  . While t h e  in -  " 
c r e a s e d  s t r e n g t h  of . t he  SPD s e e m s  i n  p a r t  t o  be a  f u n c t i o n  of  
t h e  domest ic  p o l i c i e s  pursued by t h e  CDU, t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  
n a t i o n a l i s t i c  s en t imen t  may be more a  r e f l e c t i o n  of  G a u l l i s t  
i d e a s  t han  a . r e a c t i o n  of domest ic  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s .  Thus', i n  
bo th  Germany and t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s ,  new p o l i t i c a l  a l ignments  
a r e  -.emerging. on t h e  b a s i s  o f .  bo th  -.,domestic and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
e v e n t s .  
I11 THE DATA 
Contrary  t o  t h e  u s u a l  p r a c t i c e  of  working w i t h  n a t i o n a l  
samples .o f  1,500 t o  2,000 respondents ,  w e  were concerned wi th  
cumulating l a r g e  c a s e  bases  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t  of minimizing t h e  
r e l a t i v e -  amount-.of e r r o r  v a r i a n c e  i n  o u r  d a t a .  This, was accom- 
p l i s h e d  through t h e  c o l l a p s i n g  of a  series of n a t i o n a l  surveys .  
W e  a s s u m e . t h a t  ou r  i n d i c a t o r s  a r e  n o t  s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h e  p o i n t s  
i n  t i m e  "at which o u r  d a t a  were ' c o l l e c t e d .  38  
-\ 
The a n a l y s i s  of p a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  Germany i s  based upon 
9,493 in te rv iewsconducted  by t h e  I n s t i t u t  f u r  angewandte 
Soz ia iwissenschaf t -be tween  January ,  1963 and A p r i l ,  1964. I n  
ou r  e a r l i e r  a n a l y s i s  of American d a t a ,  w e  r a n  i n t o  problems 
of comparab i l i ty  from one survey t o  ano the r  because major 
American . survey .  r e s e a r c h  agenc ie s  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  same v a r i a b l e s  
i n  d i f f e r e n t  ways, and a  s i n g l e  agency i s  i n  f a c t  l i k e l y  t o  
; ., 
a l t e r  i t s  codes ove r  a s h o r t  pe r iod  of time. I n  t h e  p r e s e n t  . 
i n s t a n c e ,  we were a b l e  t o  g e t  co ipakable  d a t a  f o r  5 ,551  respon- - 
d e n t s  who w e r e  i n t e rv i ewed  i n  p r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  surveys  
conducted by t h e  Survey Research Cen te r ,  U n i v e r s i t y  of  Michigan, 
i n  1952 . through 1964. 39 The s t a t i s t i c a l  t echnique  used was 
t h e  s o - c a l l e d  " t r e e - a n a l y s i s " ,  based upon t h e  nonsymetr ic  
s p l i t t i n g  of s o c i a l  g roups ,  Because of t h e  d i f f e r e n t  da t a -  
p roces s ing  machinery a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  a u t h o r s ,  somewhat d i f -  
f e r e n t  p rocedures  w e r e  used i n  t h e  two c o u n t r i e s ,  The German 
d a t a  were ana lyzed  us ing  a program w r i t t e n  by S t o u t h a r t  and - 
Seegers  f o r  t h e  IBM 1401 computer. 40  The American d a t a  were 
handled w i t h  t h e  A I D  program, developed by Morgan and Sonqu i s t  
f o r  t h e  IBM 7090.  41 The b a s i c  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  two approaches 
a r e  t h e  amount of man-machine i n t e r a c t i o n  r e q u i r e d  and t h e  
hand l ing  of - t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e :  A I D  r e q u i r e s  less o p e r a t o r  
i n t e r v e n t i o n  and d e a l s  -w i th  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e  as a con- - 
t i nuous  a t t r i b u t e .  Comparison o f . p r e l i m i n a r y  ana lyses  of t h e  
American d a t a  w i t h  t a b u l a t i o n s  made e a r l i e r  i n  Germany sugges t  
t h a t  there '  are no e s s e n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  r e s u l t s  gen- 
e r a t e d  by t h e  two programs. 
Table  2 p r e s e n t s  t h e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  non-symetric 
s p l i t t i n g  of t h e  German d a t a .  S l i g h t l y  less than  one - th i rd  
of t h e  sample c o n s t i t u t e d  what we would c o n s i d e r  a t r a d i t i o n a l  
l e f t  vo te .  The i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h i s  group were members of t h e  
, .' 
working-class ,  were non-ca tho l ic  , . o r  non-prac t ic ing  Cakhpl ic ,  
and tended t o  belong t o  t r a d e  unions  o r  t o  i d e n t i f y  w i t h  t h e  
. . 
Table 2 .  S o c i a l  s t r u c t u r a l  C leavage  i n  t h e  German P o p u l a t i o n . ,  
Category 
1 . T r a d i t i o n a l  L e f t  
1.1 Working-class, non-Catholic o r  non-prac t ic ing  C a t h o l i c ,  
t r a d e  union a f f i l i a t i o n  
1 . 2  Working c l a s s ,  non-Catholic o r ' non -p rac t i c ing  C a t h o l i c  
no t r a d e  union a f f i l $ a t i o n ,  working-class i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
2 .Lef t  o r i e n t e d  
2 . 1  h i d d l e - c l a s s ,  non-Catholic o r  non-prac t ic ing  C a t h o l i c ,  
t r a d e  union a f f i l i a t i o n  
3.Middle-Class Or ien ted  
3.1 ~ i d d l e - c l a s s  , non-Catholic o r  non-pract ic ing Ca tho l i c ,  
no t r a d e  union a f f i l i a t i o n ,  working c l a s s  s o c i a l  o r i g i n s  
3.2 hork ing-c lass ,  non-Catholic o r  non-prac t ic ing  Ca tho l i c ,  
no t r a d e  union a f f i l i a t i o n ,  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
4 .  Cafhol ic  Or-kented 
4 . 1  P r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c s ,  working c l a s s ,  t r a d e  union a f f i l i -  
5 . T r a d i t i o n a l  Middle-Class 
5 .1  Middle-class ( i nc lud ing  self-employed) , non-Catholic o r  
non-prac t ic ing  Ca tho l i c ,  no t r a d e  union a f f i l i a t i o n ,  
middle-class  s o c i a l  o r i g i n  
5 . 2  Middle-class ( i nc lud ing  c l e r i c a l ) ,  non-Catholic o r  non- 
p r a c t i c i n g  Ca tho l i c ,  no t r a d e  union a f f i l i a t i o n  
6 . T r a d i t i o n a l  Ca tho l i c  
6 .1  Working-class, p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c ,  no t r a d e  union a f f i -  
l i a t i o n  
6.2 Middle-class ,  p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c ,  t r a d e  union a f f i l i a -  
t i o n  
6.3 Middle-class ,  p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c ,  no t r a d e - u n i o n  a f f i -  
T o t a l  
% .  SPD 
working c l a s s ,  Of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s  w i t h  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  
71.5 p e r  c e n t  suppor ted  t h e  SPD. An a d d i t i o n a l  9 p e r  c e n t  of 
t h e  sample were middle -c lass  people  who w e r e  a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  
t r a d e  unions  and tended t o  suppor t  t h e  SPD. Here w e  have an 
example of t h e  p e r s i s t e n t  e f f e c t - o f  union a f f i l i a t i o n  regard-  
- l e s s  of o b j e c t i v e  s o c i a l  p o s i t i o n .  
A t  t h e  o t h e r  extreme,  comprising 2 2  p e r  c e n t  of t h e  
sample,  a r e  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  C a t h o l i c  v o t e r s .  A l l  of t h e  in -  
d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h i s  group a r e  p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c s ,  and a t  a  
minimum e i t h e r  ho ld  middle -c lass  occupa t ions  o r  a r e  n o t  a f f i l -  
i a t e d  wi th  t r a d e  unions.  Only 17.7 p e r  c e n t  of t h i s  group 
suppor t ed  t h e  SPD: Note t h a t  even among middle -c lass  $iac-  
t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c s ,  union a f f i l i a t i o n  was r e l a t e d  t o  impor tan t  
d i f f e r e n t i a l s  i n  SPD suppor t .  
The CDU a l s o  ga ined  suppor t  from t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  
in iddle-c lass  v o t e r s  - t h o s e  who were non-Catholic o r  non- 
p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c ,  b u t  who had middle -c lass  occupa t ions  and 
were n o t  a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  t r a d e  unions.  Th i s  g roup .accoun ted  
' f o r  2 2  p e r  c e n t  of t h e  sample,  and on ly  s l i g h t l y  more than  
25 p e r  c e n t  of i t s  members claimed SPD a f f i l i a t i o n .  
8 2 
There a r e ,  t hen ,  t h r e e  dominant f a c t i o n s  i n  t h e  German 
popu la t ion :  t h e  middle-class,  and t h e  p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c s  
s u p p o r t i n g  t h e  CDU, and t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  working-class  l e f t  . .  
s u p p o r t i n g  t h e  SBD. Each o f  t h e s e  f a c t i o n s  has  i t s  c o u n t e r p a r t  
i n  t h e  middle of t h e  e l e c t o r a l  spectrum. We have mentioned 
above t h e  l e f t - o r i e n t e d  middle-class .  There a r e  i n  a d d i t i o n  a  
Catho l i c -o r i en t ed  group,  composed of working-class  .people  
a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  t r a d e  un ions ,  who due t o  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of t h e  
Church a r e , a f f i l i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  SPD i n  on ly  4 1  p e r  c e n t  of t h e  
c a s e s ,  ahd a middle -c lass  o r i e n t e d  group ,  composed o f . p e o p l e  
i n  middle -c lass  occupa t ions  who are i n f l u e n c e d  n e i t h e r  by t r a d e  
union membership n o r  by t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church, and who t e n d  t o  
i d e n t i f y  w i t h  t h e  middle -c lass ,  
The American d a t a  a r e  p re sen ted  i n  Table 3. Note t h a t  
here,,  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e  is  expressed  n o t  as a pe rcen tage  
of t h e  v o t e  c a s t  f o r  t h e  major p a r t i e s ,  as i n  t h e  German case, 
- 
b u t  r a t h e r  a s  a mean, Y. P a r t i s a n s h i p  i n  t h e  American c a s e  
'l 
w a s  recorded  on a s i x - p o i n t  s c a l e ,  rang ing  from S t rong  Democrat 
(.I) t o  S t rong  Republican (.  7)  . By i n c l u d i n g  p a r t y  s t r e n g t h  
i n  o u r  measure,  w e  a r e  a b l e  t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h o s e  people  i n  o u r  
sample who c a l l  themselves  Independents ,  b u t  who f a v o r  one o r  
t h e  o t h e r  of t h e  major  American p a r t i e s .  A mean s c o r e  (y ) .  of  
less than  .4000, t h e n ,  i n d i c a t e s  a tendency toward t h e  Demo-.. 
c r a t i c  P a r t y ,  wh i l e  a mean on g r e a t e r  t h a n  .4000 i n d i c a t e s  
suppor t :  f o r  t h e  Republican Pa r ty .  
The group t h a t  w e  would c o n s i d e r  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  l e f t ;  
i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  composed of .work ing-c lass  people  from 
working c l a s s  o r i g i n s ,  i s  s l i g h t l y  more than  h a l f  as l a r g e  a s  
i t s  German c o u n t e r p a r t .  Only 18 p e r  c e n t  of o u r  sample f e l l  
i n t o  t h i s  group. An a d d i t i o n a l  3 p e r  c e n t  of  t h e  sample w a s  
i nc luded  i n  t h e  Democratic camp b y . . v i r t u e  of be ing  Negro. 
S o c i a l  c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  had l i t t l e  impact on t h e  p a r t y  
i ' * !  
Table  3. S o c i a l  S t r u c t u r a l  Cleavage i n  t h e  American Popula t ion  
Category 
1 . T r a d i t i o n a l  L e f t  
1.1 Working-class o r  lower-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  working 
c l a s s  o r  farm o r i g i n s ;  South,  West, Alaska o r  Hawaii 
2 ,Negro Democratic B l a c  -.--..-.-. - 
2 .1  Working-cTass o r  lower-ciass  i \dentif  i c a t i o n ;  New Eng- 
l and ,  no r th -eas t ,  n o r t h - c e n t r a l , ~ m i d w e s t ,  mountain s t a t e s ,  
Appalachian s t a t e s  o r  north-west; P r o t e s t a n t ,  Orthodox 
( o t h e r . t h a n  Ca tho l i c )  o r  no r e l i g i o u s  p re fe rence ;  Negro 
2 . 2  ~ ~ ~ e r - c l a s s  o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  New England, 
n o r t h - e a s t ,  n o r t h - c e n t r a l ,  W e s t ,  south-west ,  Alaska o r  
Hawaii; P r o t e s t a n t ,  Orghodox ( o t h e r  t han  C a t h o l i c ) ,  non- 
t r a d i t i o n a l  C h r i s t i a n ,  non-Judeo-Christ ian;  no t  union 
members; a l l  occupa t iona l  groups excep t  self-employed 
businessmen and housewives; Negro 
3 .Minori ty Rel ig ions  
3 .1  Working-class o r  lower-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  New England, 
n o r t h - e a s t ,  n o r t h - c e n t r a l ,  mid-west, mountain s t a t e s ,  
Appalachian s t a t e s ,  south-west ,  C a t h o l i c  o r  Jewish. 
3.2 Upper-class o r  ni iddle-class i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  New England, 
no r th -eas t ,  n o r t h - c e n t r a l ,  West, south-west ,  Alaska o r  
Hawaii; C a t h o l i c ,  Jewish o r  no r e l i g i o u s  p re fe rence ,  
4.  Southern Democrat 
4 . 1  Upper-class o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  Southern and 
Appalachian s t a t e s ;  c e n t r a 1 , c i t i e s  and r u r a l  a r e a s .  
5. Union Or ien ted  
5 .1  Upper-class o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  N e w  England, 
no r th -eas t ,  n o r t h - c e n t r a l ,  West, south-west ,  Alaska o r  
H Hawaii, P r o t e s t a n t ,  Orthodox ( o t h e r  than  Catholic) ,  non- 
t r a d i t i o n a l  C h r i s t i a n  o r  non-Judeo-Christian; union member 
6.Working-Class Or ien ted  
6 .1  Working-class o r  lower-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  P r o t e s t a n t  
o r  Orthodox ( o t h e r  than  C a t h o l i c ) ;  whi te ;  mid-west, nor th-  
c e n t r a l ,  Appalachian s t a t e s ,  mountain s t a t e s  o r  south-west;  
n o t  r e g u l a r  church a t t e n d e r s  
6.2 Working-class o r  lower-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  South,  West 
Alaska o r  Hawaii; middle-class  o r i g i n s  
(CONTINUED) 
* ~ e s s .  .,.. than  1 .per; .cent  
Table3. S o c i a l  S t r u c t u r a l  Cleavage i n  t h e  American Popula t ion  (cont inued)  - 
Category - N % - Y - 
7. Southern Or ien ted  
7 , l  Upper-class o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  South 
a i d  Appalachian s t a t e s ;  suburban 
8 . P r o t e s t a n t  Or ien ted  
8 , l  Working-class o r  lower-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  nor th-  300 5 .4160 
c e n t r a l ,  mid-west, south-west ,  mountain s t a t e s  o r  
Appalachian s t a t e s ;  P r o t e s t a n t  o r  Orthodox ( o t h e r  
than C a t h o l i c ) ;  whi te ;  a t t e n d  church r e g u l a r l y  
8.2 Working-class o r  lower-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  N e w  315 6 .4749 
England o r  no r th -eas t ;  P r o t e s t a n t ,  Orthodox ( o t h e r  
than  C a t h o l i c ) ,  o r  no r e l i g i o u s  p re fe rence ;  whi te  
9.Middle-Class P r o t e s t a n t  
9 .1  Upper-class o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  Pro tes -  4 6 0  8 
t a n t ,  Orthodox ( o t h e r  than C a t h o l i c ) ,  n o n - t r a d i t i o n a l  
C h r i s t i a n  o r  non-Judeo-Christian; New England, nor th-  
e a s t ,  n o r t h - c e n t r a l ,  West, south-west ,  A l a s k a , o r  Hawaii; 
n o t  a union member; a l l  occupat ions  except  self-employed 
businessmen and housewives; whi te  
9,2 Upper-class o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  P r o t e s t a n t ,  203 4 
Orthodox ( o t h e r  than C a t h o l i c ) ,  n o n - t r a d i t i o n a l  C h r i s t i a n  
o r  non-Judeo-Christian; n o t  union member; self-employed 
businessmen and housewives; n o r t h - c e n t r a l ,  mountain s t a t e s ,  
West, south-west ,  Alaska o r  Hawaii. 
9.3 Upper-class o r  middle-class  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  P r o t e s t a n t ,  321 5 
Orthodox ( o t h e r  t hap  C a t h o l i c ) ,  n o n - t r a d i t i o n a l  C h r i s t i a n  
o r  non-Judeo-Christ ian;  n o t  union member; s e l f  employed 
businessmen o r  housewives; n o r t h - e a s t ,  New England, mid- 
west  - 
T o t a l .  5 ,551 1 0 0 %  
,: 
:! 
cho ices ;  .6f American - Negroes, a l though  it was th6  s i n g l e  'most 
i i . . 
;,; 1 ,  
importdne v a r i a b l e  i n  t h e  de t e rmina t ion  of  p a r t i s a n s h i p  f o r  
t h e  saniple as a whole. The m i n o r i t y  r e l i g i o n s  - C a t h o l i c s  and 
J e w s  - . w e r e - a l s o  i nc luded  as ~ e m o c r a t i c  s u p p o r t e r s ,  a l though  
h e r e  t h e r e  was c l e a r l y  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  of c l a s s  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  The 9 p e r  c e n t  of t h e  sample t h a t  was C a t h o l i c  
o r  Jewish and had middle-class  o r  upper -c lass  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s  
l eaned  more toward t h e  Republican P a r t y  than  d i d  t h e  1 4  p e r  
c e n t  t h a t  i d e n t i f i e d  wi th  t h e  lower-c lass  o r  working-class.  
Although t h e i r  brand of Democratic p o l i t i c s  d i f f e r s  
somewhat from t h a t  i n  t h e  n a t i o n  as . a  whole, people  i n  t h e  
South and Appalachian s t a t e s  who c o n s i d e r  themse lves -upper -  
class o r  middle -c lass  added s t r e n g t h  t o  t h e  Democratic r anks  
t o  t h e  tune  of 1 0  p e r  c e n t - o f  t h e  sample,  and an a d d i t i o n a l  1 
p e r  c e n t  of t h e  sample w a s  t i e d  t o  t h e  Democrats by union 
membership, d e s p i t e  upper -c lass  o r  middle -c lass  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  
A t  t h e  o t h e r  end of  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  spectrum, a s  t h e  
most s t r o n g l y  Republican groups i n  o u r  sample,  w e  f i n d  s e l f -  
employed businessmen and housewives, predominantly P r o t e s t a n t ,  
who c o n s i d e r  themselves t o  b e . u p p e r - c l a s s  o r  middle -c lass ,  
and who l i v e  i n  a r e a s  o u t s i d e  t h e  South.  These groups account  
f o r  9 p e r  c e n t  of t h e  t o t a l  sample. An a d d i t i o n a l  8 p e r  c e n t  
of  t h e  sample sha red  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  save  f o r  t h e  
o c c u p a t i o n a l  s p e c i f i c a t i o n ,  and was on ly  s l i g h t l y  less pro- 
Republican.  
A s  i n  t h e  German case ,  w e  a g a i n  f i n d  groups i n  t h e  
middle of t h e .  p o l i t i c a l  spectrum who l e a n .  toward one o r  t h e  
o t h e r  of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i e s .  Thus, 16 p e r  c e n t  of  t h e  
sample i s  composed of people  p r i m a r i l y  from whi te  P r o t e s t a n t  
backgrounds o r  from middle-class  s o c i a l  o r i g i n s  who i d e n t i f y  
w i t h  t h e  working-class o r  lower-class  and f a v o r  t h e  Democratic 
P a r t y .  
Very c l o s e  t o  t h e  c e n t e r  of o u r  s c a l e  was t h e  5 p e r  
c e n t  of ou r  sample c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by suburban r e s idence  i n  
t h e  South,  and by upper -c lass  o r  middle -c lass  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  
Indeed ,  t h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  f i r s t  i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  Republican 
a r e a s  do e x i s t  i n  t h e  South ,  and d i d  s o  b e f o r e  t h e  1964 p r e s i -  
d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n ,  4 2  I n  t h e  p r e s e n t  i n s t a n c e ,  t h i s  group w a s  
shown t o  be more s t r o n g l y  Republican than  t h e  sou the rn  urban 
and r u r a l  middle -c lass  g roups ,  b u t  n o t  a s  s t r o n g l y  a s  middle- 
class groups o u t s i d e  t h e  South.  
F i n a l l y ,  11 p e r  c e n t  of t h e  sample was composed 
p r i m a r i l y  of whi te  P r o t e s t a n t s  who e i t h e r  l i v e d  i n  t h e  nor th-  
e a s t e r n  p a r t  of t h e  United S t a t e s  o r  who a t t e n d e d  church regu- 
l a r l y  who, a l though  they  i d e n t i f i e d  wi th  e i t h e r  t h e  working- 
c l a s s  o r  t h e  midd le -c l a s s ,  favored  t h e  Republican P a r t y .  
I V  OVERVIEW 
These d a t a  argue f o r  t h e  p e r s i s t e n c e  o f . h i s t o r i c a 1  
i n f l u e n c e s  upon contemporary p o l i t i c a l  a l ignments ,  and i n  
f a c t ,  f o r  h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l i s m  a s  an impor tan t  f o c u s ,  al- 
though w e  r e j e c t  t h e  Marxian p o s t u l a t e s  bo th  of un icausa l i sm 
and t h e  d i a l e c t i c .  I n  Germany w i t h  i t s  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  more 
r i g i d  c l a s s  r e l a t i o n s ,  p a r t i s a n s h i p  i s  c l e a r l y  r e l a t e d  bo th  
t o  o b j e c t i v e  economic s t a t u s ,  no t ab ly  occupa t ion ,  and t o  
membership i n  t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church, which body has  h i s t o r i c a l l y  
been a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  p o l i t i c a l  a u t h o r i t y .  Note e s p e c i a l l y  
t h a t  t h e  self-employed appear  i n  one of  t h e  s o c i a l  groupings  
I 
t h a t  i s  l e a s t  s u p p o r t i v e  of t h e  SPD. I n  America, on t h e  o t h e r  
hand,  c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  occupa t ion ,  was dom- 
i n a n t  i n  de te rmin ing  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i s a n s h i p .  ' Although c l a s s  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  does n o t  c o r r e l a t e  p e r f e c t l y  w i t h  occupa t iona l  
p o s i t i o n ,  w e  r e j e c t  t h e  Marxian n o t i o n  of  f a l s e  consc iousness  
and argue t h a t  because America i s  t h e  more consensua l  of t h e  
systems under c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  and because of American emphases 
on e g a l i t a r i a n i s m  and t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  E t h i c ,  i n  America, 
be ing  a  m e m b e r  of  t h e  working-class i s  n o t  d i s v a l u e d ,  4 3  and 
i s  a t  b e s t  ambiguous i n  i t s  conno ta t ions .  Occupation d i d  
appear  a s  an impor t an t  v a r i a b l e  i n  t h e  American c a s e  among 
P r o t e s t a n t s  n o t  a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  unions  who i d e n t i f i e d  wi th  
t h e  upper- o r  middle -c lasses  and l i v e d  o u t s i d e  t h e  South. 
Here, a s  i n  Germany, self-employed businessmen emerged a s  
t h e  most c o n s e r v a t i v e  group ( i n  p a r t i s a n  terms)  , accompanied 
i n  t h e .  American c a s e .  by housewives, The conserva t i sm of  
housewives i n  Western democracies has  been documented e l s e -  
where. 4 4  
While r e l i g i o n  se rved  a s  an i n d i c a t o r  of p a r t i s a n -  
s h i p  i n  America, bo th  among t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  p l u r a l i t y  and t h e  
C a t h o l i c  and Jewish m i n o r i t i e s ,  t h e r e  w a s  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n -  
t i a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  of s o c i a l  c l a s s .  Moreover, only  among 
wh i t e  P r o t e s t a n t s  o u t s i d e  of N e w  England and t h e  South who iden-  
t i f i e d  wi th  t h e  working-class was t h e r e  any p a r t i s a n  d i f f e r e n -  
t i a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  of r e l i g i o u s  a t tendance .  These r e s u l t s  
s u p p o r t  Lenski" p r o p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  
among American r e l i g i o u s  groups a r e  based upon s t a t u s  r a t h e r  
t han  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e s ,  and t h a t  i t  i s  involvement i n  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  
subcommunity, r a t h e r  t han  a t t a c h m e n t .  t o  t h e  church ,  t h a t  pro- 
v i d e s  t h e  l i nkage  between r e l i g i o u s  a f f i l i a t i o n  and p a r t i s a n  
choice .  45 
The impact  of t rade-union membership i s  a l s o  d i f f e r -  
e n t i a l l y  f e l t  i n  t h e  two systems i n  q u e s t i o n .  Even among non- 
C a t h o l i c s  i n  Germany, t rade-union a f f i l i a t i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  re- 
l a t e d  t o  SPD s u p p o r t ,  and i n  a d d i t i o n  causes  p r a c t i c i n g  Cathol- 
i c s  and people  w i th  middle-class  occupa t ions  t o  l e a n  less 
s t r o n g l y  toward t h e  CDU t han  would o the rwi se  be t h e  ca se .  I n  
America, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, union membership was shown by ou r  
a n a l y s i s  t o  be impor tan t  i n  on ly  one i n s t a n c e .  Among P r o t e s t a n t s  
o u t s i d e  t h e  South who i d e n t i f i e d  wi th  the'.middle~class- or -.upper- 
class, t h o s e  who were union members - roughly 1 p e r  c e n t  of t h e  
t o t a l  sample - favored  t h e  Democratic P a r t y  whi le  non-union 
members l eaned  toward t h e  Republican P a r t y ,  I n s o f a r  a s  union 
p o l i t i c s  i s  i n d i c a t i v e  of p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s  based upon econo- 
mic c l a s s e s ,  h e r e ,  a s  e lsewhere  i n  t h i s  a n a l y s i s , .  
i n  America i s  shown t o  be less c lass -based  than  i s  p a r t i s a n s h i p  
i n  Germany, 
While l i n e s  of c leavage  based upon u n i o n i z a t i o n ,  , 
s o c i a l  c l a s s  and r e l i g i o n  seem s h a r p e r  i n  Germany than  i n  
t h e  United S t a t e s ,  t h e r e  remains one h i s t o r i c a l  sou rce  of 
c leavage  t h a t  ou r  d a t a  show t o  s t i l l  be  r e l e v a n t  i n  t h e  ana l -  ' 
y s i s  of American p o l i t i c s ,  I n  t h e  e a r l y  days of t h e  American 
r e p u b l i c ,  p o l i t i c a l  c leavages  between f r o n t i e r  fa rmers  and 
t h e  f i n a n c i a l  and commercial i n t e r e s t s  of t h e  c o a s t a l  c i t i e s  
e x i s t e d  a long Federa l i s t -Republ ican  l i n e s ,  The c o n s e r v a t i v e  
p r e f e r e n c e  of t h e  n o r t h - A t l a n t i c  seaboard  has  been r e t a i n e d  
among P r o t e s t a n t s  who i d e n t i f y  w i t h  a l l  s o c i a l  c l a s s e s .  The 
South,  f o r  i t s  p a r t ,  has  r e t a i n e d  t h e  conse rva t ive  Democratic 
c o l o r a t i o n  t h a t  it took on du r ing  t h e  p o s t - C i v i l  War y e a r s ,  
a l though  he re  t h e r e  i s  reason  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  o f -  
c i v i l  r i g h t s  w i l l  s e r v e  a s  a  base  f o r  t h e  reemergence of a  
two-party system i n  t h i s  reg ion .  
Although t h e r e  has  been some s l i g h t  t r a c e  o f . r e -  
emergent n a t i o n a l i s m  i n  t h e  German p o p u l a t i o n ,  no r e c e n t  pol-  
i t i c a l  e v e n t s  i n  t h a t  count ry  can account  f o r  a s  much var -  
i a n c e  i n  p a r t i s a n s h i p  a s  does t h e  Negro v o t e  i n  t h e  United 
S t a t e s ;  Herelwe f i n d  a  b l o c  of v o t e r s  s o l i d l y  behind t h e  
Democratic P a r t y  r e g a r d l e s s  of s o c i a l  c l a s s .  Given t h e  i n -  
c r e a s e  i n  Negro v o t i n g  t u r n o u t  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  over  t h e  
l a s t  decade,  t h i s  homogeneous vo te  promises t o  be  an impor- 
t a n t  p o l i t i c a l  t o o l  i n  t h e  hands of t h e  Negro community. 
V CONCLUSION 
The l a t e  O t t o  Kirchheimer has  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  German 
p o l i t i c a l  o p p o s i t i o n  a s  "van ish ing" ,  a rgu ing  t h a t  i n  t h e  pos t -  
World War I1 p e r i o d ,  t h e  SPD has  c o n s t a n t l y  r e t r e a t e d  from 
t h e  . p o s i t i o n  of - o f f e r i n g  meaningful  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  t h e  p o l i c i e s  
of t h e  CDU, Th i s  s i t u a t i o n  has  been aggrava ted  by t h e  neces- 
s i t y  of t h e  SPD t o  d i s c l a i m  t h e  r a d i c a l  r o o t s  it i s  accused 
by bo th  Communists i n  E a s t  Germany and t h e  CDU i n  t h e  Fede ra l  
Republic of  having.  The g o a l  of t h e  SPD i n  competing f o r  
p u b l i c  o f f i c e  i s  n o t  oppos i t i on ,  i n  Ki rchhe imer ' s  t e rms ,  bu t  
uncond i t i ona l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  government. 46  C e r t a i n l y  t h e  
SPD a s  a  p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n  has  assumed a  more consensual  
p o l i t i c a l  s t y l e  i n  r e c e n t  yea r s .  However, p o l i t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  
must n o t  be  c a s t  i n  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  terms a lone .  The p r e s e n t  
d a t a  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  d e s p i t e  t h e  c u r r e n t  i d e o l o g i c a l  s t a n c e  
of t h e  p a r t y ,  which r e p u d i a t e s  c l a s s  c o n f l i c t  p o l i t i c s ,  t h e  
a r t i f a c t u a l  remnants of j u s t  such a  p o l i t i c a l  s t y l e  a r e  s t i l l  
p r e s e n t  i n  t h e  e l e c t o r a t e .  While ownership of b u s i n e s s  e x p l a i n s  
t h e  conserva t i sm of on ly  a  smal l  segment of t h e  sample,  eco- 
nomic v a r i a b l e s  such a s  union membership and occupa t ion  under- 
l i e  most p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n c e s .  To c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h e  system 
a s  wholly consensua l  then  would a t  b e s t  be  premature.  
I n  t h e  American case ,  we f i n d  t h a t  no s i n g l e  base  
of c leavage  i s  p e r v a s i v e ,  u n i o n i z a t i o n  and occupa t ion  have 
l i t t l e  impor t ,  and p o l i t i c a l  d i s c o u r s e  i s  n o t  c a s t  i n  t h e  
r h e t o r i c  of c l a s s  and ideology.  However, m u l t i p l e  bases  o f -  
p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  do e x i s t .  "European (and American) 
o b s e r v e r s  have o f t e n  underes t imated t h e  pe rvas iveness  - o f  - con- 
f l i c t  i n  American p o l i t i c s  because p o l i t i c a l  c o n f l i c t  i n  t h e  
Uni ted S t a t e s  does n o t  fo l low t h e  e x p e c t e d  p a t t e r n s  of c l a s s  
and i d e o l o g i c a l  p o l i t i c s .  " 4 7  The d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  
Uni ted S t a t e s  and Germany, however, i s  more than  j u s t  one of 
h i s t o r i c a l  v e r s u s  emergent s o u r c e s - o f  c leavage .  The degree  
t o  which a u t h o r i t y  w i t h i n  t h e  system .is superimposed i s  a l s o  
impor t an t  h e r e ,  
Because of t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  l i n k a g e s  between t h e  Cath- 
o l i c - C h u r c h  and t h e  uppe r - c l a s se s .on  t h e  one hand, and t h e  
P r o t e s t a n t  churches ,  t h e  work ing-c lass -and  t h e  l a b o r  unions 
on t h e  o t h e r ,  Germany i s  j u s t  emerging from a  h i s t o r y  of  h igh  
supe r impos i t i on  of a u t h o r i t y .  That i s ,  t h o s e  people  who were 
P r o t e s t a n t ,  working-class  .and union members w e r e  subord ina t ed  i n  
t h e - . a r e n a s  o f - r e l i g i o u s ,  occupa t iona l ,  and i n d u s t r i a l  a u t h q r i t y .  
The i n c r e a s e d  upward m o b i l i t y  of  rotes st ants, of cou r se ,  has  
a l l e v i a t e d  t h e  subord ina t ion  of t h e s e  groups i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s ,  
and wh i l e  long-term t r e n d  d a t a  a r e ' n o t  a v a i l a b l e ,  w e  would 
e x p e c t  t h a t  t h e  t r e n d  from super imp6s i t ion  t o  p l u r a l i s m  would 
reduce t h e  i n t e n s i t y  of  p o l i t i c a l  o p p o s i t i o n  s i n c e  p o l i t i c a l  
a l ignments ,  r a t h e r  t han  being f i x e d ,  would s h i f t  a& a  func- 
t i o n  of i s s u e  s a l i e n c e ,  This  same argument, however, does 
n o t  p r e d i c t  t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  of o p p o s i t i o n .  
I n  t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand,  l i n e s  of 
c l eavage  may be de f ined  a s  p l u r a l i s t i c .  The cumulation of  
s u b o r d i n a t e  r o l e s ,  save  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  t h e  Negro, i s  n o t  a s  
r e l e v a n t  he re .  For t h i s  r ea son ,  a l ignments  on p o l i t i c a l  
i s s u e s  are n o t  h i g h l y  i n t e r - r e l a t e d ,  and t h e  p o l a r i z a t i o n  of 
p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s  a long  c l a s s - c o n f l i c t  l i n e s  i s  i n h i b i t e d .  
These d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  p o l a r i z a t i o n  a r e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  
t h e  view of Americans and Germans toward t h e  p a r t i e s  t h a t  t hey  
d o n ' t  suppor t .  Almond and Verba found t h a t  i n  w e l l  over  
h a l f  t h e  c a s e s ,  Democrats i n  America d e s c r i b e d  t h e  Republican 
P a r t y  i n  p o s i t i v e  terms, and v ice-versa .  I n  Germany, on 
t h e  o t h e r  hand, s u p p o r t e r s  of t h e  CDU view t h e  SPD-favorab ly  
i n  less than  h a l f  t h e  c a s e s ,  and SPD s u p p o r t e r s  view t h e  
CDU i n  p o s i t i v e  terms i n  less than  one-quar te r  of  t h e  cases .  50  
W e  would s u s p e c t ,  however, t h a t  t h e s e  l a t t e r  f i g u r e s  a r e  
g r e a t e r  t han  t h e y  have been i n  t h e  p a s t ,  and,  w i th  i n c r e a s e d  
coope ra t ion  between t h e  p a r t i e s  i n  t h e  running of  t h e  ~ i d e r a l  
Republ ic ,  w i l l  con t inue  t o  r i s e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e :  
I n  b r i e f ,  t h e  d a t a  h e r e  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  d e s p i t e  con- 
vergences  i n  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  due t o  s i m i l a r  t echno log ie s '  
and economic systems,  impor tan t  d i f f e r e n c e s  remain between 
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  a l ignments  of t h e  American and German popu-: 
l a t i o n s ,  and t h e s e  may be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  d i f f e r e n t  h i s t o r i c a l  . . .  
backgrounds. While w e  sugges t  t h a t  t h e  import  of t h e s e  h i s -  
. . 
t o r i c a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  i s  dec reas ing ,  t h e r e  s e & m s , t o  be  no basis 
f o r  t h e  argument t h a t  i d e o l o g i c a l  p o l i t i c s  a r e  d i sappea r ing .  
Ra the r ,  a s  demonstrated by t h e  Negro v o t e  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  
t h e  unfo ld ing  of  h i s t o r y  g e n e r a t e s  new c leavages  which can 
themselves  be i d e o l o g i c a l .  Thus, wh i l e  perhaps  i n  t h e  long 
run  one may speak of a convergence of p o l i t i c a l  s t y l e s  i n  
Western democracies,  t h i s  convergence,  of  n e c e s s i t y ,  w i l l  
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